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was an imitation of and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of
another article, namely, soluble saccharin,

On March 3, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12066. Misbranding of DeWitt’s kidney and bladder pills. U. 8. v. 4
Dozen Large Bottles, et nl,, of DeWitt’s Kidney and Bladder Pills,
Default decree of condemnation, forfeltlue, and destruction.
(F. & D. No. 17879. 1. S. No. 6716-v. 8. No. (—4138.)

On October 27, 1923, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 4 dozen large bottles and 9 dozen small bottles of DeWitt’s
kidney and bladder pills, at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been
shipped by E. C. DeWitt & Co., Chicago, Ill., on or about September 5, 1923,
and transported from the State of Illinois into the State of Missouri, and
charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.
The article was labeled in part: (Bottle) “ Kidney & Bladder Pills For Weak
Kidneys, Inflammation of the Bladder, Scalding Urine and Backache, due to
certain kidney disorders;” (carton) * Kidney And Bladder Pills For Inflam-
mation of the Kidneys and Bladder, Scalding * * * TUrine, too frequent
desire to urinate and Backache due to Inflamed Kidneys. * * * Kidney
Complaints;” (circular) “ Kidney & Bladder Pills * * * for the Kidneys,
the Bladder * * #* For Certain Forms of Rheumatism and Pains in the
Back * * * Too Frequent Desire to Urinate, Aching Limbs, Burning Sensa-
tion, Backache, due to Certain Forms of Kidney Trouble, Irritation of the
Bladder. * * * PBed-Wetting * * * (Enpuresis) * * * jrritations
and obstructions or malformations in the urinary organs; long, narrow fore-
skin; irritation in rectum * * * worms; strong urine; weakness of bladder
muscles * * * Weak, Sickly Kidneys * * * act as an antiseptic.”

Analysis of 4 sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that the pills consisted essentially of methylene blue, potas-
sium nitrate, and plant material, including a volatile oil such as juniper oil.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statements regarding the curative and therapeutie effects of the said article
were false and fraudulent, since the article contained no ingredient or com-
bination of ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed.

On January 30, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. Gore, dcting Secrctary of Agriculiure.

12067. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. Du Quoin Bot-
tling Co., a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $250 and costs.
(F. & D. No. 16217. 1. S. No. 1238-t.)

On May 15, 1922, the United States attorney for the Kastern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Du Quoin Bottling Co., a corporation, Du Quoin, Ill., alleging shipment by said
company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about
November 7, 1921, from the State of Illinois into the State of Missouri, of a
quantity of butter which was adulterated and misbranded. The article was
labeled in part: ‘ Perfection Brand Butter Pure Sanitary Fresh One Pound
Net * * * Manufactured by Du Quoin Bottling Company Du Quoin, II1L”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that the said article was deficient in butterfat and contained
excessive moisture, Examination by said bureau showed that 3 prints aver-
aged 0.958 of a pound.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a mixture deficient in butterfat and containing an excessive amount of
water had been substituted in whole or in part for butter, which the said
article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, “ Butter ” and
“ One Pound Net,” borne on the packages containing the article, regarding the
said article and the substance contained therein, were false and misleading, in
that they represented that the article consisted wholly of butter and that each



